72                              PUNISHMENT.

up fences, but by setting- mantraps to mutilate
occasional trespassers. In that, as in other cases,
the mistake is to confuse between the deterring
influence of punishment and the preventive influence
of protective measures. Arguments, questionable
when used on behalf of punishment considered as
deterring, are perfectly applicable to the preventive
measures. It is obviously right that such measures
should be proportioned to the temptation. When a
starving man steals a loaf, he is not so bad as a man
who steals when he is not starving. We should,
therefore, think it morally wrong to punish him as
severely. But, if we thought that he ought not to
have the loaf, we should take stronger precautions
in proportion to the probable temptation. If, for
example, we were sending supplies to relieve a
starving district, it would be clearly right to send
such a force with them as might prevent their
appropriation by the strongest, or the first comers.
But, at the same time, we should also think it right
to save the men from temptation, by providing as
much as possible against the danger of starvation.
So, again, it would be monstrous to punish a pool-
man more severely than a duke, for stealing a
watch; but, as a matter of prudence, I should take
more precautions if I were dining in a poor public-
house, than if I were dining in a ducal palace.